Introduction
New Convention 1) is reformed in many aspects compared with the existing "Hague Rules", "The Hague -Visby Rules"
and the "Hamburg Rules", in which the maritime performing party system will adjust the maritime performing party who participates in the maritime section obligation in the greatest extent into the convention. Thus it not only stablished a substantial compensation rules for the maritime performing party but also provided joint liability between the carrier and the maritime performing party. The establishment of a maritime performing party system not only breaks through the relevant traditional systems and theories, but also has practical significance in solving the responsibility of port operators. Maritime performing party system is different from the existing conventions and domestic law system, and it is also different from the relevant system of maritime law in China.
This paper will suggest that the main differences between the maritime performing party system and china's current related system. provides the definition of "performing party" and it is a new concept designed by the "Convention". The performing party must have the following characteristics: Firstly, it is not a carrier, and not only does not have transport contract relationship with the owner of the goods (including the shipper, the documentary shipper, the controlling party and the consignee), but also is not employed or commissioned by the owner of the goods.
Overview of the Maritime Performing Party
Secondly, the activities that it is engaged in must be the 3) Ariticle 1 paragraph 7 of the "Convention"： "Maritime performing party" means a performing party to the extent that it performs or undertakes to perform any of the cairrier's obligations during the period between the arrival of the goods at the port of loading of a ship and their departure from the port of discharge of a ship. An inland carrier is a maritime performing party only if it performs or undertakes to perform its services exclusively within a port area. All the carrier's independent contractors from port to port is defined to be maritime performing party in the Convention, therefore, their legal status in the Convention are cleared.
Then, it is provided that the maritime performing party is applicable to the carrier's rights, duties and responsibilities under the Convention, and the carrier and the maritime performing party should undertake joint and several liabilities according to the provisions in the Convention. However, China's provisions divide the independent contractors to be two parts. The part belonging to the actual carrier is adjusted by the actual carrier system (article 60 to 65) which is a direct adjustment but too narrow. Except from the actual carrier, the carrier's servant and agent only can invoke the "Himalaya clause" provision (article 58, paragraph 2) which belongs to indirect adjustment.
The accountabilities between carrier and
independent contractor are different.
In the maritime performing party system, it is the mandatory provision but cannot be ruled out by the contract that the carrier should be responsible for the maritime performing party. However, the carrier can exclude his responsibility to The carrier and the maritime performing party should undertake the joint and several liabilities under the maritime performing party system, and their liabilities have identity.
And "China Maritime Code" although provides the joint and several liability between the carrier and the actual carrier, but sometimes the duties are not same. 
Conclusions and future research topics

